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fc' nd '\_Uf about 1t several years later,

a ved the publ
aHe r the milk in store shelves had been Wid"]y aff ected by this substance. The repotters had
discovered the information before this substance was ever imposed on the public.

Duving elections advertising from both majov p;u*ties 15 full of inaccuracies. We don’t hear
significant information telling us the views and stands of the people we are expected to vote
¢ ' promote thewr own views witheout a counteracting view being
required. These ave the issues that ! feel need to be addressed in order for the media to
provide public service. One of the elements of the FCC code that could be reinstated that
would addiess this would be o veinstale the fairness doctrine. The fairness doctrine
promoted free speech while regulating content to some degree. Mt required that when a

st..tl n aired an opinton 1t had to air as well a dissenting peint of view. While | understand
scument states that it is not addressing content, | don’t think that the question of

v 'heﬂf'.er he media provides a public service can be J.dequa*el" considered without addressing
content. And as we saw when the fairness doctrine was in place, regulating content does not
have to interfere with free speech, it can promote it. Without allowing people to hear full
stories, from more than one pomt of view, the opinions of the few and wealthy are constantly
being aived while the concerns of the many are ignored. When the news about candidates
zives us scundbites that tell us nothing but why we should not vote for one person or another,
how can 1t be legitimately said that the media pr“v'f‘es a public service?
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I understand that both of these comments addvess content. but I again note that you are
considering whether the media is providing a pubhic service, and since what the media
primarily provides is information, that sevvice cannet be fairly evaluated without
consgidering content.

1k you for the opportunity to comment on this matter of such great impertance to us all.

Sincerely,

Thevesa Brady



